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PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 



Mail Stop AF 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Applicants have carefully reviewed and considered the Final Office Action mailed on 

November 25, 2009 and the cited references. In response to the Final Office Action, Applicants 

respectfully request review prior to the filing of an Appeal Brief. 



Claims 6-7, 9-10, 16-17, 19-20, 27-31 and 37-41 are pending in the present application. 
Claims 6-7, 9-10, 16-17, 19-20, 27-31 and 37-41 currently stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dyszel "Handspring Visor for Dummies" (hereinafter 
"Dyszel"), Microsoft® Windows Version 5.1, copyright 2001 (hereinafter "Windows"), and 
United States Patent No. 6,009,338 to Iwata et al. (hereinafter "Iwata"). 
Applicants respectfully traverse these rejections. 



Claim Rejections - gl03(a) 
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REMARKS 

Applicant submits that the cited references, taken alone or in combination, fail to teach 
each and every element recited in claims 6-7, 9-10, 16-17, 19-20, 27-31 and 37-41 and thus they 

define over the cited references. 

For example, independent Claim 6 recites: 

6. (Previously Presented) A method of displaying calendar information comprising: 

displaying a weekly view graphical image on a display screen, said display 
screen is switchable between a small display mode which is substantially square 
in shape and a tall display mode which is substantially rectangular in shape using 
a sliding mechanism, wherein said weekly view graphical image comprises days 
of the week and appointment icons therein; 

visually highlighting appointment icons in response to user navigation 

input; 

in response to a user selection of a first highlighted appointment icon, 
automatically displaying a preview window comprising details of said first 
highlighted appointment icon on said display screen, wherein said preview 
window is displayed simultaneously with said weekly view graphical image 
which remains user accessible while said preview window is open; and 
removing said preview window in response to a user selection outside of said 
preview window while said preview window is open; and 

removing said preview window in response to a user selection outside of 
said preview window while said preview window is open. 

Applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 defines over the cited references because the 
cited references fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least the display screen being "switchable 
between a small display mode which is substantially square in shape and a tall display mode 
which is substantially rectangular in shape." As set forth at page 2 of the Office Action mailed 
November 25, 2009 ("Office Action"), the quoted language is disclosed by Iwata, specifically 
stating that "as shown in Figure 1-2 and 32-33, the display screen is switched from a small 
display screen to a big display screen by sliding a mechanism on a mobile terminal," then citing 
column 5, lines 56-59 and column 12, lines 54-60 for text descriptions of those figures. 
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However, Applicant respectfully submits that neither the cited language nor the cited 
figures disclose, teach, or suggest a small display mode which is substantially square in shape. 
As to the cited language, neither portion of text makes any reference to the shape of the display 
area. For example, column 5, lines 56-59 of Iwata discloses "a display switch for changing a 
size of the display area," but does not disclose any information about the shape of the display 
area. Similarly, column 12, lines 54-60 of Iwata discloses a cover that can close to leave only a 
portion exposed, but does not disclose any information about the shape of the exposed portion. 
Further, Applicant respectfully submits that examining the cited figures of Iwata does not reveal 
a small display mode that is "substantially square in shape." For example, in Figure 1 of Iwata, 
the visible portion of the screen is indicated by label 20. Measuring the rectangle indicated by 
label 20 shows it to be 2.2 inches wide and .95 inches tall, approximately a 2.3:1 proportion. 
Continuing, in Figure 32 of Iwata, the visible portion of the screen is indicated by label 204. 
Measuring the rectangle indicated by label 204 shows it to be 1.8 inches wide and 1.1 inches tall, 
approximately a 1.6: 1 proportion, the screen more than half again as wide as it is tall. In 
contrast, a perfect square has sides of equal length, and therefore 1:1 proportions. As such. 
Applicant respectfully submits that a screen in which the width and height vary by this degree 
cannot read on a display mode which is "substantially square in shape." Consequently, the cited 
references, whether taken alone or in combination, fail to disclose, teach or suggest every 
element recited in claim 1 . 

Absence from the cited references of the above-mentioned claim elements negates 
obviousness. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests removal of the obviousness rejection 
with respect to claim 6. Furthermore, Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the 
obviousness rejection with respect to claims 7, 9, and 10, which depend from claim 6, and 
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therefore contain additional features that further distinguish these claims from the cited 
references. 

Independent claims 16, 27, and 37 recite elements similar to those recited in claim 1. 
Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 16, 27, and 37 are not obvious and are 
patentable over the cited references for reasons analogous to those presented with respect to 
claim 1. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests removal of the obviousness rejection with 
respect to claims 16, 27, and 37. Furthermore, Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the 
obviousness rejection with respect to claims 17, 19, 20, 28-31, and 38-41 that depend from 
claims 16, 27, and 37, and therefore contain additional features that further distinguish these 
claims from the cited references. 
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